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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "the analyzing" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 16 recites the limitation "the analyzing" in line 4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Van 
Gerwen et al. (US 4,903,247). Given the broadest interpretation, in reference to claim 1, 
Van Gerwen et al. teach receiving first event data corresponding to a first filter from the 
plurality of filters (two filters), the first filter including first filtering properties (coefficients); 
Note column 18, lines 1-4. Van Gerwen et al. teach receiving second event data 
corresponding to a second filter from the plurality of filters, the second filter including 
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second filtering properties (coefficients); Note column 18, lines 5-8. Van Gerwen et al. 
teach determining whether to change filtering properties of at least one of the plurality of 
filters using the first event data and the second event data; Note column 18, lines 10-12. 
(Forming an error signal suggests determining). Van Gerwen et al. teach changing the 
filtering properties of at least one of the plurality of filters in response to the 
determination. Note column 18, lines 13-17. 

In reference to claim 14, Claim 14 contain the limitations above. The software 
code of claim 14 would be programmed into the adaptation processor (13). Note column 
8, lines 9-10. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 2-7 and 15-20 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claims 2,15, would be allowed because the prior art of record particularly Van 
Gerwen et al. (US 4,903,247) does not teach the method steps of assigning first 
filtering properties to the second filter; and assigning second filtering properties to the 
first filter. It is this step found in each of the claims, as it is claimed in the combination, 
that has not been found, taught or suggested by the prior art of record which makes 
these claims allowable over the prior art. 

Claims 3,16 would be allowed if the formal matters above are overcome, and 
because the prior art of record particularly Van Gerwen et al. (US 4,903,247) does not 
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teach the method steps of detecting whether to reconfigure the first filter in response to 
the analyzing, the reconfiguring including adjusting the first filtering properties; and 
reconfiguring the first filter in response to the detecting. 

Claims 4,17 would be allowed if the formal matters above are overcome, 
because the prior art of record particularly Van Gerwen et al. (US 4,903,247) does not 
teach the method steps of identifying whether to configure the first filter as an exception 
filter, the exception filter configuring including portions of the first filter properties and 
portions of the second filter properties; and configuring the first filter as the exception 
filter in response to the identifying. 

Claims 5-6,18-19 would be allowed if the formal matters above are overcome, 
because the prior art of record particularly Van Gerwen et al. (US 4,903,247) does not 
teach the method steps of retrieving historical trend data; and configuring the first filter 
and the second filter corresponding the historical trend data. 

Claims 7,20 would be allowed if the formal matters above are overcome, 
because the prior art of record particularly Van Gerwen et al. (US 4,903,247) does not 
teach the method steps of identifying an event type with a highest occurrence number 
using the first event data and the second event data; and comparing the identified event 
type with the first filtering properties. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 8-1 3, 21-24 are allowed. 
The primary reason for the allowance of claims 8-13 is the inclusion of the limitations of 
an one or more monitor points, one or more nonvolatile storage devices accessible by 
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the processors and a filter handling tool for dynamically managing the plurality of filters, 
the filter handling tool including software code effective to: receive first event data from 
one of the monitor points corresponding to a first filter from the plurality of filters, the first 
filter including first filtering properties; receive second event data from one of the 
monitor points corresponding to a second filter from the plurality of filters, the second 
filter including second filtering properties; determine whether to change filtering 
properties of at least one of the plurality of filters using the first event data and the 
second event data; and change the filtering properties of at least one of the plurality of 
filters response to the determination. It is these limitations found in each of the claims, 
as they are claimed in the combination, that has not been found, taught or suggested 
by the prior art of record which makes these claims allowable over the prior art. 

The primary reason for the allowance of claim 21 is the inclusion of the method steps of 
assigning first filtering properties to the second filter; and assigning second filtering 
properties to the first filter. It is these steps found in each of the claims, as it is claimed 
in the combination, that has not been found, taught or suggested by the prior art of 
record which makes these claims allowable over the prior art. 

The primary reason for the allowance of claim 22 is the inclusion of the method steps of 
retrieving historical trend data, wherein the historical trend data is based upon a 
timeline, and wherein the timeline is selected from a group consisting of a time of day, a 
time of month, and a time of year; pre-configuring a first filter and a second filter 
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corresponding to the historical trend data. It is these steps found in each of the claims, 
as it is claimed in the combination, that has not been found, taught or suggested by 
the prior art of record which makes these claims allowable over the prior art. 

The primary reason for the allowance of claims 23 is the inclusion of the limitations of 
one or more monitor points, one or more nonvolatile storage devices accessible by the 
processors and a filter handling tool for dynamically managing the plurality of filters, the 
filter handling tool including software code effective to: receive first event data from one 
of the monitor points corresponding to a first filter from the plurality of filters, the first 
filter including first filtering properties; receive second event data from one of the 
monitor points corresponding to a second filter from the plurality of filters, the second 
filter including second filtering properties; determine whether to change filtering 
properties of at least one of the plurality of filters using the first event data and the 
second event data; and change the filtering properties of at least one of the plurality of 
filters response to the determination; assign first filtering properties to the second filter; 
and assign second filtering properties to the first filter. It is these limitations found in 
each of the claims, as they are claimed in the combination, that has not been found, 
taught or suggested by the prior art of record which makes these claims allowable over 
the prior art. 

The primary reason for the allowance of claim 24 is the inclusion of the method steps of 
change the filtering properties of at least one of the plurality of filters in response to the 
determination, wherein the software code is further effective to: assign first filtering 
properties to the second filter; and assign second filtering properties to the first filter. It 
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is these steps found in each of the claims, as it is claimed in the combination, that has 
not been found, taught or suggested by the prior art of record which makes these claims 
allowable over the prior art. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Demetrius R. Pretlow whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2278. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Barlow can be reached on (571 ) 272-2269. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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